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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 30 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim, or amend the claim to place the claim in proper dependent 
form, or rewrite the claim in independent form. It should be noted that Claim 30 is 
identical to claim 29. 

Double Patenting 

2. Claims 1 , 5, and 26 provisionally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as claiming the 
same invention as that of claims 1 , 8 and 20 of copending Application No. 09966738. 
This is a provisional double patenting rejection since the conflicting claims have not in 
fact been patented. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 
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The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AlPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AlPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

4. Claims 1-2, 3-5,8,10-13.15-16, 18-22.25, 27-34, 36-39. 40-43. and 45-46 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hite. 

Claim 1 

Hite teaches about a plurality of predefined messages transmitted between the 
application controller and the applications for instructing the application controller to 
perform a function relating to a select system point and for reporting to the applications 
in response to said instruction (Col 3, lines 25-32. 42-46. Col 5, lines 20-36); a message 
identification field for identifying a select message from said plurality of messages (Col 
12. lines 25-30); and a protocol identification field for identifying said select message as 
being transmitted via said proprietary communication protocol (Col 1 1 . lines 40-45). 
Examiner is using the definition of a system point as anything that is an attribute, value 
or is an element because this gives the broadest reason of interpretation. 
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Claim 2 

• Hite teaches about a proprietary communication protocol embedded into a 
communication protocol of the control network (Col 51, lines 14-20). 

Claim 3 

• Hite teaches about a system point identification field for identifying the 
select system point (Col 4, lines 10-20). 

Claim 4 

• Hite teaches about a system point identification field that is a point unique 
identification (PUID) field for identifying the select system point by a 
unique identification number that is assigned to the select system point 
(Col 7. lines 15-18). 

Claim 5 

• Hite teaches about a system point identification field that is a name 
identification field for identifying the select system point by a user-defined 
name that is assigned to the select system point (Col 4, lines 10-15). 
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Claim 8 



• Hite teaches about a transaction identification field for uniquely identifying 
said select message from the plurality of predefined messages (Col 7, 
lines 40-45, Col 8, lines 49-51). 



Claim 10 and 34 

• Hite teaches about a field for indicating at least one element value of the 
select system point (Col 13, 15). 



Claim 11 

• Hite teaches about a field for determining a format for displaying said 
element values (Col 15). 



Claim 12 

• Hite teaches about a notification field for indicating at least one type of 
changes in the data relating to the select system point for which at least 
one of the applications desires subscription (Col 34, lines 60-67). 



Claim 13 and 19 
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• Hite teaches about a change of value (Col 13). a change of state and a 
change of quality relating to the select system point (Col 17). 

Claim 15 and 32 

• Hite teaches about a message that refers to the select system point via a 
unique identification number associated with the system point (Col 7, lines 
10-15). 

Claim 16 and 33 

• Hite teaches about a message that refers to the select system point via a 
user-defined name that is assigned to the select system point (Col 4, lines 
10-15). 

Claim 18 

• Hite teaches about a message transmitted from the applications to the 
application controller for subscribing for changes in the data relating to the 
select system point (Col 33, lines 39-40). 



Claim 20 
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• Hite teaches about a message transmitted from the applications to the 
application controller for unsubscribing for changes in the data relating to 
the select system point (Col 35, lines 25-26). 



Claim 21 



• Hite teaches about a message transmitted from the application controller 
to the applications reporting of said changes in the data relating to the 
select system point in response to said subscription message transmitted 
from the applications (Col 34, lines 25-27). 

Claim 22 

• Hite teaches about a message transmitted from the applications to the 
application controller for overriding or writing new values in the data 
relating to the select system point (Col 34, lines 60-62). 

Claim 25 

• Hite teaches about a message transmitted from the applications to the 
application controller for requesting query of the data relating to at least 
one of the system points for specified information (Col 12, lines 51-55, 
Col 2, lines 55-60). 

Claim 27 



Hite teaches about a query message that requests a report on all system 
points that conforms to a specified quality (Col 13, lines 55-60). 
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Claim 28 

• Hite teaches about a query message that requests a report on all system 
points that a status of at least one node of the control network (Col 13, 
lines 10-40). 

Claim 29 and 30 

• Hite teaches about a message transmitted from the applications to the 
application controller for canceling a previously transmitted message (Col 
43, lines 34-45). 



Claim 31 

• Hite teaches about a message transmitted from the applications to the 
application controller for instructing the application controller to query all of 
the data variables in the network operatively connected to the application 
controller to determine if any of the data variables have been overridden 
(Col 21, lines 50-60). 

Claim 36 and 37 

• Hite teaches about the data relating to the system points that are stored in 
a database of the application controller and database stores user-defined 
data relating to the system points (Col 9, lines 25-30). 
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Claim 38 

• Hite teaches that the database stores a unique identification value of the 
corresponding data variables in the network (Col 9, lines 25-30, Col 12, 
lines 25-28). 

Claim 39 

• Hite teaches that the database includes field for storing an address of the 
corresponding data variables in the network (Col 9, lines 25-30, Fig 13). 

Claim 40 

• Hite teaches about predefined messages transmitted between the 
application controller and the applications for instructing the application 
controller to report an event that occurs in the applications and the device 
controllers, and for reporting to the applications in response to said 
instruction (Col 44, lines 65-68, Col 3, lines 25-32; a message 
identification field for identifying a select message from said plurality of 
messages(Col 12, lines 25-30); and, a protocol identification field for 
identifying said select message as being transmitted via said proprietary 
communication protocol (Col 1 1 , lines 40-45). 

Claim 41 



Hite teaches about an event identification field identifying an event (Col 
12, lines 25-30). 



Application/Control Number: 09/966.738 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2142 



Claim 42 

• Hite teaches of a field for indicating a time and a date in which said event 
has occurred (Col 43, lines 60-65). 

Claim 43 

• Hite teaches of messages include a message for subscribing for a failure 
in the applications (Col 50, lines 60-65). 

Claim 45 

• Hite teaches of messages include a message for reporting of said failure 
in one of the applications to the application controller (Col 44, lines 13-20). 



Claim 46 



Hite teaches of messages include a message for reporting of said failure 
reported by the one of the applications to the other of the applications(Col 
44, lines 13-20). It should be noted that an application can act as an 
application controller and vice versa (Col 2, lines 50-60). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. Claim 9, 14,17 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hite. 
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Claim 9 

• Hite does not explicitly teach about field for indicating whether said select 
message is a last message being transmitted from the application 
controller to the applications. Hite does teach about a method that allows 
application to know that the script is done reading (Col 56, lines 7-10). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Hite's invention by adding a field that indicated 
whether the message was the last message or not. This would improve 
Hite's invention because it would eliminate the need to send, 
"EndGetLayout" resulting in a faster more efficient system. 

Claim 14 

• Hite does not explicitly teach about a message transmitted from the 
applications to the application controller for inquiring whether the select 
system point is stored in a database of the application controller. He does 
teach about a message transmitted from the applications to the application 
controller for inquiring about various conditions (Col 43, lines 35-45, Col 
50, lines 60-65) and that the select system point is stored in a database of 
the application controller (Col 9, lines 25-32). Adding the above feature of 
sending a message to inquire if the select system point is stored in a 
database of the application controller would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art at the tinne of invention because it would result in a 
more efficient and reliable system. It is for this reason that one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of invention would have been motivated to make 
the above mentioned modifications. 

Claim 17 

• Hite does not explicitly teach about a message transmitted from the 
application controller to the applications to report that the select system 
point is stored in a database. Hite does teach about reporting various 
conditions (Col 15. lines 10-30, Col 17, lines 10-30) and that the select 
system point is stored in a database of the application controller (Col 9, 
lines 25-32). One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would 
have been motivated to make the above mentioned modifications for the 
same reasons discussed about in Claim 14. 



Claim 44 

• Hite does not explicitly teach about a message for canceling said 
subscription for said failure in the applications. Hite does teach about 
notification of failure or success (Col 35, lines 26-28) and deletion of 
notification list (Col 35. lines 24-25). Adding the above mention 
modification would result in a more efficient system. It is for this reason 
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that one of ordinary skill In the art at the time of invention would have been 
motivated to make the above mentioned modification. 



6. Claims 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hite 
and further in view of Nason. 

Claims 6 

• Hite teaches about writing to a select system point (Col 32, lines 30-35). 
Hite is silent in regards to using a priority field. Nason teaches about 
using a priority field (Page 17, Paragraph [0099]). One of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention would have been motivated to make the 
above mentioned modifications because adding the above feature would 
result in Hite's system being more efficient because it would only change a 
value based on it's importance. 



Claims 7 

• Hite teaches about data relating to a select system point being overridden 
(Col 21 , lines 10-20). Hite is silent in regards to using a priority field. 
Nason teaches about using a priority field (Page 17, Paragraph [0099]). 
One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would have been 
motivated for the same reasons discussed above in Claim 6. 
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7. Claims 23-24, 26, and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hite as applied to claims 1 , 22 and 25 above,. and further in view of 
Albert. 

Claim 23 

• Hite teaches about overriding(forcing a level value change) and writing 
message (Col 21, lines 10-20). Hite is silent in regards to overriding 
based on priority value. Albert teaches about performing functions based 
on priority value (Col 24, lines 25-35), Adding the above mentioned 
feature to Mite's invention would result in a more efficient system because 
it would ensure that important values (values with a specified priority) 
would not be overwritten. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention would have been motivated to make the 
above mentioned modifications. 

Claim 24 

• Hite teaches about overriding(forcing a level value change) and writing 
message (Col 21 , lines 10-20). Hite is silent in regards to overriding 
based on priority value (i.e allow an application having a lower priority than 
said priority of the data to override or write new value in the data relating 
to the select system point.). Albert teaches about performing functions 
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based on priority value (Col 24, lines 25-35). One of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention would have been motivated to make the above 
mentioned modifications for the same reasons discussed about in Claim 
23. 

Claim 26 

• Hite teaches about requesting information (i.e. report) about various 
conditions (Col 13, lines 45-65,Col 43. lines 35-45, Col 50. lines 60-65) 
and about overriding (forcing a level value change) ((Col 21, lines 10-20). 
He is silent in regards to priority levels. Albert teaches about perfomriing 
functions based on priority value (Col 24. lines 25-35). One of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of invention would have been motivated to make 
the above mentioned modifications for the same reasons discussed about 
in Claim 23. 

Claim 35 

• Hite is silent in regards to the system points have an assigned write 
priority and an override priority. Albert teaches on this aspect (Col 24. 
lines 25-35, Col 31 , lines 45-55). One of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention would have been motivated to make the above mentioned 
modifications for the same reasons discussed about in Claim 23. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this comnnunication or earlier comnnunications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cheryl M. Reid whose telephone number is 571 272 
3903. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon- Fri (7-3:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner^s 
supervisor, Jack Harvey can be reached on (571)272-3896. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



cmr 
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